j>oar Cal, 1 1/30/96 

<x*he extra copy on the other aide way interest you. 'J-’he writing is that of 

J .Edgar u oover. 

You do nob need my permission or that of anyone else to do what writing you 
can against the ha Fontaines but you should ask yourself if you know enough. Do 
not get too big for your britches. 

1 ttunk you waste precious time trying to keep up with all the commercialisa- 
tion and exploitation. 

I did see that Winfrey show. I was disappoinyed that/jwina seems to have 
nobody to whom she can turn for advice down there. She does not believe that 
Oswald did it yet she plugs the book that concludes to begin with that he did. 


X wro te something for Assassination u hr$iicles on thd LaPontaines^t will 
be published, tliey say, in the next issue, i tliinlc it is a quarterly. J,t is 

like most of those things, s’uort on the facY . 

ho not expect me to go over whatever you may write about the LaFontaines 
because it would bj a waste of time for me and because you do not begin to know 
what you should know to tackle something like that. I think, as I've said before, 
you should understand tliat you can't possibly keep up with all, the junk and as of 
now do not know enough to write any criticism of any of it. You should ask yous- 
self why you go for the junk when the soli cj work tliat can inform^you you liave 

Bet you feet back on the earth. 


yet to read. For examplj^you ordered Oswald 'i'alkej^ before Oswald, in dew Orleans. 





